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Am ſorry to be under the diſagreeable ne- 
ceſſity of giving another word to Parmenas. 
I, thought indeed that a hint upon a former 
occaſion, might have convinced him how totally 
diſqualified he was, for appearing in the cha- 
racter of an author; and that this friendly inti- 
mation would have laid an effectual embargo 
on any future productions of his pen. But his 
late performance has proved, that my hopes were 
too ſanguine. Whatever opinion others may 
tertain reſpecting the extent of his abilities; it 
ſhou'd ſeem, he has no deſpicable idea of them 
himſelf. For, befides addreſſing the church 
under the aſſumed title of Parmenas, he has now 
made his public appearance, as a Critic. Pro- 
bably, ſome of his friends, equally learned with 
himſelf, may think him a very formidable one; 
but to perſons of real learning and Judgment, 
the criticiſms of P. will appear only as the vain 
efforts of a poor Tcarus, aſpiring with waxen 
wings to the regions of learning; while the noiſe 
of his ſoaring pinions emphatically proclaims his 
want of abilities, and ſounds the fad prelude to 
his com plete annihilation as a critic, But, hows 
2 A ever 


* Þ} 
-eyer unſucceſsful P's eſſays in criticiſm may turn 
out; yet, he may perhaps ſoothe his misfortune, 


with the elegiac compliment, that marked the 
tomb of poor wrong#headed, precipitate Phaeton ; 


— Magnis tamen excidit aufis | 
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The judicious reader will perhaps nber, 1 
ſhou'd take any ſerious notice of a performance 
which is, in every point of view, 1a apparently 
contemptible; and which, for incoherency, eva- 
fion, miſrepreſentation, and palpable blunders, 
has not perhaps its equal, in the whole world of 
pamphlets. I acknowledge tbe force of the ob- 
vation; and am well aware, that I ſhall have 
no great reaſon to boaft of the laurels, gain- 
ed from a triumph over ſuch a very unim- 
portant antagoniſt. Yet, as he has thrown out 
a few hints, which wear the maſk of argument, 
and carry an air of plaufibility ; I think it incum- 
bent upon me to purſue Mr. P. thro' ſome of his 
fubterfuges ; to detect him in ſome of his un- 
friendly gloſſes; and to wipe off a little of that 
odium, which, with a miſchievous dexterity, he 
can ſometimes fling even at candor and truth. 
Shou'd I, in the courſe of my obſervations, hap- 
pen to be, now and then, a little © keen;” let it 
be remembered that the ſword of the ſpirit has 
its EDGE; is“ quick and powerful, and ſharper” 
(ropelegow more cutting) than a two-edged ſword z 
and that thoſe, whoſe peculiar office it is to bran- 
diſh this divine weapon, are ſometimes com- 


panded to point its keeneſt edge, and to ** re- 
buke“ 


0 
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buke” error“ ſharply” amdlop; 'cuttinghy Heb, 
iv. 12. Tit. i. 13. But as the ſurgeon's compal- 
ſionate heart may feel for his patient, while his 
{kilful hand that holds the deep-ſearching probe 
may give him pain; ſo I declare, that, even in 
the very act of reproving with ſeverity, I thall 
ſtill retain that cordial benevolence, which ever 
makes a diſtinction between a man and his opt» 
nions; and ever prompts me to love the one, 
while I eſteem the other” an object of NPE 
and rational indignation. 

When the reader ſees my private letter, and 
my word to Parmenas, publiſhed in connection 
with Mr. P's own pamphlets; he will naturally 
conclude, that the inſertion of the one, and re- 
publication of the other, were founded upon 
ſome private toleration from me. But, I declare 


that Mr. P. never ſo much as condeſcended to 


appriſe me of his intention. If another perſon 
had been treated with ſo little ceremony, he 
wou'd probably have brought againſt Mr. P. 
a charge of actionable infringement on the right 
of literary property; wou'd have ſtyled the in- 
fringer an arrant ſtranger to the common rules 
of good manners ; and wou'd have looked upon 
ſuch an unceremonious liberty as bordering upon 
downright plagiariſm, But, notwithſtanding ſuch 
illiberal treatment, I forbear reflections. Suffice 
it to obſerve, that if I had adopted ſuch a liberty 
towards a mechanic,” I ſhou'd have bluſhed for 
my conduct, and wou'd haye acknowled ged the 
impro· 
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3chpropriety: of it, by a public coneeſſion. The 
Author of this uncommon liberty, apologizes for 
it indeed, by ſaying, * your kind word to Parmenas 
is very difficult to obtain.” But this difficulty is 
merely. conjectural: for there was printed off an 
equal number (soo) of the Mord to; P. and of 
A Letter to a Baptiſt-Minmifier. A few detached 
ones of the former were given gratis to thoſe, 
who purchaſed the latter; and all the reſt, were 
ſtitched to the remaining unbought letters. So 
that as Mr. P. ſays he © bought ſeveral copies of 
the letter, and aſſiduouſly circulated them,“ it 
was impoſſible he cou'd labor under the difficulty 
He pretends ; fince for every leiter there was A 
Word to Parmenas, either detached; or ſtitched. 
The apologiſt therefore labors here under the 
additional charge of an evaſion; which, ſo far 
from exculpating; rather faſtens the more em- 


phatic blame on, his conduct. 
However, notwithſtanding Mr. P's giaring 


breach of delicacy, in publithing, without my 
conſent or knowledge, the private letter and the 
Mord to P. yet I am not ſorry, that both make 
their appearance, in their preſent connection; 
although, by the prepoerous arrangement of the 
modeſt editor, the reader wou'd be led to think, 
that, inſtead of being antecedent, they were ſubſe- 
uent to Mr. P's late publication The word to 
Þ. muſt appear to advantage in the eyes of every 
unprejudioed reaſoner; while the evaſive word, 
which attempts a reply, but paſſes over its main 
arguments, 


(7) 
arguments, only proves that ſome authors hack 
rather ſay nothing to the purpoſe, than nothing at al 
As to my private letter to Mr. P. F fubmit''t6 
the candor of the public, whether it contains any 
thing really * magifterial ; ** as P. wou'd un 
rouſly infinuate. ' frankly acquaint Mr. P. of ke 


defign to publiſh a treatiſe on infant-baptifm—< 
which 1 ſhou'd take the liberty to animadvert 6 
&c. I mention my concern at the ſevere manner, 
in which Mr. M. expreſſed himfelf—witſhed' for 
an opportunity of calmly expoftulatinig with him, &. 
Pax a particular favor that Mr. F. u ou'd 
t me right on one point—and 1 requeſt this, 
uſe 1 wiſhed mt to miſrepreſent Mr. . 
Now, reader, judge whether the Afain of this 
letter favors, in the leaſt, of the magifterial. I'm 
ſure, if any perſon cou'd prove to mie that ſack 
a charge were juft, I wou'rt aſk Mr. Ms. pardon; 
becauſe I wiſh to keep at the utmoſt diftance 
from the magiſters peremptory ipſe dixit, as welk 
as from his dictatorial pompoſity. But, probably 
the magifterial part of my letter is that, wherein 
ſpeak of ſome © conceſſrons” from Mr. N. Con- 
ſidering the acknowledged ſeverity, with which 
he delivered himſelf, on the fubject of infant- 
baptiſm, and the unſcriptural ſtrefs he laid on 
adult- immerſion; again fay, that nothing but 
ſome conſiderable conce/fon, reſpeting theſe two 
particulars, ſhou'd have prevailed on me to deſiſt 
from publiſhing my controverſial treatiſe. But 
is there 5 thing magifterial in this frank decla- 


ration? 
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ration? Do I intimate by it, that Mr. A. ſhou'd | 
make a private recantation, of his peculiar ſenti- 
ments to me? Is there not a wide difference be- 
tween conceding - or yielding 2 little, and recanting 
altogether ?, Is it not an honorable ingredient in 
the character of an humble man to do the former? 
And might I not in a private friendly expoſtu- 
tion requeſt a, conceſſion, without the ſmalleſt 
implication of magifterially demanding an abſolute 
Pecantation? Had I given a challenge from the 

ulpit to all the Anabaptiſts; had I ſeverely and 
ee repreſented their peculiarities in an 
harangue to a public auditory; had I inſinuated 
that my differing brethren. were blind, 
that the aptiſts were the only perſons who 
&« ſteered clear of the general corruption in 
fach a, caſe indeed, I ſhou'd have acknowledged 
my conduct was magiſterial with a witneſs. But 
che judicious, reader need not be told, that the 
charge, thus far, affects not me, but my oppor: 
nents. | 

From 1 1 . Kr mentioacd. gary 

a= another circumſtance, to 7 which I ſhall now 
advert, the reader will caſily perceive, that Mr. 
P's conduct, as an author, is marked with a whole 
group of indelicacies. — When I was about to 
publiſh my word to Parmenas, I was not at a loſs 
to know, who was the author of an addreſs to the 
church, &c. Yet in my ſtrictures on that pam- 
phlet I addreſſed the writer of it, under his af- 
ſumed ſignature ;. vithout develoging the oc- 


cupation, 


t 9. 3, 


cupatioh, real name, or particular ſituation of 
Parmenas. But this decorum my wordy opponent 
has. not obſerved in his reply. He has taken 
care to let the public know, that the author of. 
A Letter to a Baptiſt-minifter is the © Vicar of St. 
A——d's, Shrewſbury.” This is a ſample of Mr. 


Parmenas's modefly. If he had treated another 
perſon thus, he wou'd probably have met with 
a a ſevere, retaliation; * I have intimated to Mr. 
P. that rebus-writing, penning a little panegyric, 
or a proper attention to his counter, were more 
adapted to the nature and extent of his genius, 
than forming * addreſſes to the church,” My 
attempting thus to afſigh_ him his proper pro- 
vince, has probably, touched the finder in his 
temper ; eſpecially, becauſe I have preſented him 
with an additional intimation, that he had better 
not aſſume the title of Parmenas. But as he has 
informed the public, that the aſſumer of it, is a 
Dx Acton of * the fn meeting in 
High-ftreet, Stirewſbury :”* he is welcome to enjoy 


it in future, undifturbed. And, if the fignature 


of Parmenas be not pompous enough, he may, 
for me, ado pt the more high-ſounding- one of 
Poluphlojſbaio. © _ 

P. aſſerts that my reflections on him are, not 
only magiſterial; but * untrue.” And as 2 proof 


Though Parmenat has laid himſelf exceedingly dpen to fach 
1 retaliating addreſs, as might adminifier not a little mortifica- 
tion to the peculiar inſla mmableneſs of his temper; I will 
not obſerve the lex talionis ; and therefore ſuffer him ſtill to con- 
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of thix-infinuation, he urges, © P. did not poſi- 
tively aſſert, that Mr. M. faid adult- immerſion is 
eſſential to the obedience of faith.” But, is there 
no difference between an anſwer in the affir- 
mative,” and a poſitive aſſertion? The former was 
my mode of expreſſion ; the latter, is P.'s evaſive 
miſrepreſentation. L aſk a queſtion; to which is 
given tlie following anfwer, is very probable 
he might, or ſomewhat very fimilar.” Though E 
acknowledge, this is not a "poſitive aſſertion, yet 
might it not be called an anfwer in the affirma- 
#ve.” } Suppoſe the anſyer given me had been 
couched in the following terms, Tis very pro- 
bable he might nat, or any thing ſimilar.” Wou'd 
any, perſon of commpn ſenſe heſitate to call this 
an anſwer in the negative?” I confeſs it is not a 
categorical negative, no more than its oppoſite is 
2 categorical affirmative: but yet both, are modes 
of affirmation and negation, notwithſtanding. So 
that when P. ſays, How am I ſurpriſed, to ſee 
it politiyely, aſſerted, &c. He gives the matter an 
unfair turn; and by ſuch ſhameful difingenyity, 
has brought againſt me the charge of untruth.” 
But is ſuch conduct worthy of one, who ſuſtains 
the important office of a Yeacon? _ - ; 
1 Dy. Jolnfan defines: the term thus: ArrranatiViity 
{or in the affirmative.) In an affirmative manner; on the poſi- 


ure lade: nog negatively.” This defioition of the great; Lexico- 
De contains, in it the very diſtinQion, upon, which 


blervations. ae founded!; and proves, that there is a mani 
diſfetence between ſaying: a, thing. in an afSrmative manner, and 

being on the pgſhtive Je l. of, bewecn a, manner of 
a ud a poſitive aſſertion - | 
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Although P. has inſinuated that my , vindica» 
tion of infant-baptiſm is a mere aui yet. it 
ſhou'd ſeem, that at the time he penned his ad- 
dreſs, this ſame nothing appeared to his. iImagina- 
tion in the tremendous point of view, of a“ bat- 
tery,” erected with a deſign to demoliſh the ſtrong 
holds of Auabaptiſm. Hence he ſays, the V. 
of St. A. tells us he has. erected a battery, 10 
is juſt upon the point of firing on us with a 
vengeance.” But might I not here juſtly cry 
out, as P. unjuſtly does, upon another occafion? 
Did I ever ſay what is here put into my 
mouth? judge, reader.” In my letter to Mr. 
P. 1 frankly inform him, that 1 intended © 
the liberty to animadvert on the ſentiments of 
the Baptiſts, &c.“ This he calls firing with u ven- 
geance. If, by this hot mode of ſtating the 
caſe” P. wou'd inſinuate, that I meant to level 
any vengeful anathemas againſt his brethren, 
hope the whole drift of my pamphlet will ſuggefi 
to every candid reader the contrary idea, and 
render any vindication on this OLE altogether 
ſuperfluous, But, if he inferred, that my — 1 
verſions wou'd ſavor of that ſacred indignation, 
which flaſhes in the eye and burns in the breaſt 
of truth, where ſhe, aims a ſerious blow. at error: 
if he ſuppoſed that I ſhou d not ſpare anabaptiſm, 
when it arrogated to itſelf eſentiality; and that 
I ſhou'd level the ſacred ordnance. of ſcriptur 1 7 
right reaſon againſt the great Diana; — If 
calls this firing —_ nn 


„ 
he has « ſtated the caſe” thus far; tolerably well, 
The battery I have erected is, I hope, ſolid truth, 
The artillery I have uſed, is ſcriptpre, right rea- 
fon, the voice of antiquity, common ſenſe, and 
matter of fact. The 92 of this battery's den- 
geance (to ſpeak in P's ſtyle) is Anabaptiſm in 
general, claiming Hentiality. Upon the walls of 
this battery I ſhould never have preſumed to 
appear, when I confidered that it furniſhes many 
more able and experienced foldiers than myſelf; 
had not Mr. M. by a ſevere and public challenge 
to all the Pœdobaptiſts, virtually called me forth, 
to defend our ſentiments. The diſinclination of 
my natural temper to controverſy and ſtrife, and 
a deep ſenſe of my manifold deficiencies, con- 
curred to make me extremely reluctant in com- 
mencing an attack upon chriſtian brethren, of 
whoſe piety I have upon the whole, a conſiderable 
opinion, and for whoſe perfons I retain the moſt 
fincere affeQion. But all thefe diſcouraging ſug- 
geſtions were obliged to yield to the more weighty 
remonſtrances of injured truth; and the motives, 
which prompted me to obey her ſummons, were, 
-a jealous concern for her intereſts an hum- 
ble deſire to wipe off every falſe varniſh that 
ſullies her beauty — a peculiar averſion to bigotry 
in all its branches —a fond hope that an argu- 
mentative remonſtrance might repreſs the intem- 
erate zeal of ſome hot Anabaptiſts an humble 
with to vindicate; what I believe to be a new- 
pellament ordinance— ang a diſintereſted con- 


Fein 


4 
cern for the edification of Mt and uneflac' 
bliſhed profeſſors 
I wiſhed much to have added a particular 
addreſs to Mr. M. But, I conſidered, that as 
the challenge was public, ſo ought the'acceptance: 
of it; that, as the ſevere terms in which it was 
couched, were public, ſo ought the reprehenſion; 
that, as Mr. M. publicly pledged himſelf to an- 
ſwer any thing that ſhou'd be ever faid in vin 
dication of infant-baptiſm, the addreſs to him 
ought therefore to be public and particular; and 
eſpecially, as one member of a party ny 
{peake the ſentiments of the whole body. 
Thus I have been obliged to plant my bat- 
2 in a general, and in a particular point of 
- I am deeply conſcious of the imperfect 
area of my plan; though I hope ſome will 
acknowledge the plan itſelf refts upon the firm 
bafis of ſcripture, reaſon and antiquity. I ex- 
pect it will be differently attacked according 
to the different tempers of the opponents. Some, 
who are no more judges of the force of an ar- 
ent than of algebra, will, with poor precipi- 
tate Parmenas, ſay, it is nothing” —Others, with 
the ſame mighty judicious reaſoner, will con- 
temptuouſly aſſert, that it is calculated to admi- 
nifter ©* conviction and eftabliſhment” to Ana- 
bapt iſts.— Some, who cannot ſo eafily ſwallow a 
found argument, as the perſon aforeſaid, will, 
however, evade the force of it, by taking re- 
fuge in the ſanctuary of bigotry, and crying out, 
by Great 
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i Great in Diana f the Ephefiam.” —Others, to 
ſave themſelves the trouble of reaſoning, will 
adopt that laconic argument, It's all popery.“ 
Others, who may be a little ſtartled at the 
arguments I have urged againſt ſhutting the con- 
federate ſeed of believers out of one of the great 
privileges of the new covenant, will, however, 
be lulled to ſtu pid indifference again, when they 
are told that with regard to that peculiar 
opinion of yours, it is the duty of believers to 
be baptized: hy immer ſiun, and of them only, and 
in that: way only.” This poſitive undemonſtrated 
aſſertion, which has not the ſhadow of an argu- 
ment for its ſupport, proves a ſoothing opiate. 
The kind hand of Parmenas, the Deacon, admi- 
niſters it; and therefore it muſt be mighty ſafe 
and ſalutary, eſpeeially when he recommends it 
with a Thus faith the Lord. Not a. few, to 
afford a ſpecimen of their charity, mode/?y,, logic, 
and good-ſenſe,, will roundly aſſert, that infant- 
baptiſm eame from the Pope of Rome; and that 
an advocate for infant-baptiſm, is a trumpeter 
for Satan-—Theſe, and a thouſand more. of the 
ſweet flowers which ſpring, innumerable; and 
ſpontaneous, from the Fungus of bigotry, will, 
probably, :decorate the writings, and grace the 
arguments of ſome of our worthy opponents. 
To the {aperficial and uneſtabliſhed zealot, theſe 
uncharitable dogmas will appear, as the very 
eſſence of ſolid argument. But the calm and ju- 


dieious reaſoner will diſcern as great a difference ; 
between 


( 5.) 

between the one and the other; as che exparis 
enced botaniſt would, between the ſalutary- 
grance of the roſe, and the poifonous influence 


of the deadly night/hade.—Others,' 1 have no 


doubt, will appear in the three-fold character 
of the chriſtian, the gentleman, and t Molar. 
By ſuch, I ſhall eſteem it an honor to be 6p- 
poſed, or even reproved; and hope I ſhalb re- 
ceive their oppoſition and a reproof, with 
deference and humility. But F hope none win 
think me obliged to anſwer every little ſuperficial 
addrefs, or ſplenetic epiſtle, that may come out. 
Will not /i{ence, in future, be the moſt f. 

reply to ſuch infignificant productions? 

But to return to P. Whatever were the tre- 
mendous ideas, Which he entertained of my 
treatiſe, antecedent to its. publication; it ſhou'd 
ſeem, that, after it made its appearance, the 
once- formidable · battery,” that ſtruck ſuch a 
pannic into P.'s ſpirit, ſuddenly” dropped all its 
terrors, and dwindled” into that darm thing. 
called nothing. Do, reader, hear with what af 
fected contempt and indifference he cloathes his 
obſervations. We almoſt dreaded any thing 
turning up, that might prevent the publication 
of your treatiſe, being very ſure that more has 
been done for the ſupport of the intereſt we eſs 
pouſe, and the ſentiments we hold, by gentlemen. 
who have wrote in your ftrain, &c.— I aſſure you, 
that J have ſeveral of the beſt treatiſes that have 
been wrote on your ſide of the queſtion, and - 


fra- 


* 


© 6 ) 


fb, and will always recommend the. peruſal of- 
them to ſenſible and judicious perſons, in order 
to convince, and confirm them in the validity 
of the baptiſm of - believers by immerfion.—For 
this reaſon, ' becauſe I look upon them to be 
calculated to bring about that end.“ Thus runs 
the poſitive harangue of the modeſt P. Let us 
endeavor to take in pieces its ſeveral component 
parts, and to weigh each in the balance of 22 
mon ſenſe. And then, aſter we have analyſed 
and weighed the whole, I hope it will appear 
that it is nothing but an heterogeneous compound 
of ignorant parade and evaſive pomp; calculated 
to puff off Anabaptiſm, to throw the duſt of 
peremptory floriſh in the eyes of the vulgar, 
and to aggrandize the . % 
the penetrating Parmenas. 

P. inſinuates, (1) That che anabaptiſts rejoice 
when their peculiar ſentiments are oppoſed; be- 
cauſe ſuch oppoſition tends only to further their 
cauſe, But this is very , uncommon; for, who 
ever. rejoiced, that. even truth was oppoſed ? 
when ſuch oppoſition, if from a formidable quar- 
ter, ſometimes involved the unſtable in the la- 
byrinths of error? 

(2) But P. ſuppoſes that the argumentative 
abilities of Poedobaptifts muſt appear to ſo much 
diſadvantage, when vindicating the right of in- 
ene that every“ ſenfible and judicious” 
on muſt ſee the aT of their cauſe, and 
*. confirmed i in Anabaptiſm, Ex tremely modeſt 
traly! 


3 


* 
y. How” fürprifing, that, the abe 
10 0 ve N all the * fehle and pie 
cons ; and that Later, Calvin, and all our own 
Reformers ſhou'd be at the head of a * blind, 
inſenſible and injudicious“ herd!” What a pity, 
that P. was not à draton of * the Church,“ when 
Servetus vented his blaſphemies, and 7% Matthew 
the Anabaptiſt fafſe-prophet publiſhed his prog- - 
noſtications about "the end of the world! He 
mlght then have ſtepped in as a fort. of umpire 
between his German brethren and their formi- 
dable opponents; atid by recommending Catvin's 
book àgainſt Sgrotfas the glory of the Anabap- 
tits” he might have greatly ſuppofted' the totter= 
ing cauſt of Arabaptifm.' For the ** fenfible and 
judicious“ in the Hotithing church of Geneva 
thought, and ſome in tlie pteſcht day ſtill think, 
that all the twenty Sophiſms öf berbrtur appetr, 
deere the weighty argumente ef Cite lk 
chaff driren by the wind. And, However P. might 
affect to recommend thoſe books, which oppale 
his petuliatities; Fer à Tecent inſtance proves this 
is far from being the caſe hs His bre= 
wren. For, the grand objeQtionf, Which an Aus- 
baptift lately wittle againſt purchafing Calbin's 
Inflitutes, was that grrat Reformer's oppoſition tg 
Servetus on the fü er of abe. 0 ja 
(J) But is it not the very quintefſente of affec- 
tation in an Anabaptift, to aſſert that a circulation 
of the beft treatiſes" on infarit-baptiſin is calcu- 
lated io ſupport the intereſt he eſpouſes?” and 
| C that 


| 
' 
| 
k 
bi 
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that he himſelf has ** received much conviction; 
and eſtabliſhment” from them?” As for P. hims 
ſelf, conſidering * the little knowledge he, has 
lately brought to light,” I dare affirm, he is not, 
cannot be, a competent judge of our beſt trea- 
fiſes” on | infant-baptiſm ; becauſe, 2a great part 
of one claſs of their arguments, is founded upon 
a Critical knowledge of the Greet; and another, 
upon an hiſtorical acquaintance with the uſage 
of the primitive church. And, though I believe 
he reads his Bible, yet I cannot conceive, that he 
is capable of ſeeing the force of a fingle argument, 
even when taken from the inſpired volume daily 
in his hand. So that the conviction and cſtabliſh- 
ment” which this mirror of affectation pretends 
to receive from our ** beft treatiſes” only indi- 
cate, how ftrong is the force of prejudice; which 


Vill even make ſome people ſhut their eyes againſt 
| the moſt ſelf-evident truth, and pretend prodi- 


us keenneſs of fight, although the greater 
e flood of light, the greater the blindneſs — 


Thus the bird of night fits ſolemnly wrapt in pro- 


found darkneſs, amid the ſurrounding blaze of 
the noon- day ſun. 

A When P. aſſerts, chat the deſign of his 
recommending our be treatiſes” is, wv en 
Able and judicious perſons might be confirmed i in 
the validity of the baptiſm of believers by i im- 
merfion ;” 5 does he not give us an inſtance of 
tandor in emravagance, and of wiſdom playing 
the fur — man of common Ts —_—_ 
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ever deren) circulate the aking of "Fate 
taire or Hume, in order to- confirm” ſenſible and 
judicious perſons in the great doctrines. of Reve⸗ 
lation? For, however pernicious and ſelf-ſubyer- 
ſive the ſentiments of theſe writers may be; yet, 
as they are recommended with every advantage- 
ous embelliſhment of literature, would it not be 
ſtupid to the laſt degree, as well as, unſafe, to 
circulate them; when ſuch circulation might | 
only tend to increaſe the number of; thoſe, who 
imbibe the delicious poiſon ? Yet equally abſurd 
is the extravagant candor of P. Some of our 
«he treatiſes” are allowedly ſelf-recommended by 
genuine piety, knowledge of ſcripture, profound 
learning, and cogent reaſoning. _ Now, as theſe 
ſtrong recommendations are likely to gain them 
acceptance with the ſenſible and judiciaus; ought 
not P. and his brethren to be a little cautious, 
leſt they circulate what might wound the v 
vitals of Anabaptiſm ? I have mentioned a morti- 
fying inſtance in p. 117 of my letter, &c ; which 
proves the very reverſe of P.'s prepoſterous in- 
ſinuation, and points out the danger of his extra» 
vagantly candid recommendations. The inſtance 
referred to, is that of a ſenſible and judiciaus” 
Anabaptiſt, ebe Yr reading ſome of gur ** beff 
treatiſes,” ſuch as P. circulates, was happily con- 
firmed in the ſcriptural and primitive validity of 
infant-baptiſm. And, when P. has acquired the 
three amiable endowments, which adorned the 
mind, and graced the conduct of the reſpectable 
| 2 C Auabaptiſt 
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ber referred Wh; 1 ſhall;then hope, that 
he Wi ye us li Tike vim. 4 pie eine "bf his 
bead, for God's word, of his Bood ſenle, 10+ 


defi and werde. 
70 TP; ads to trite the inſinuations 


1 have expoſed,” by producing an inftance of the 
Fact effects of m pamphlet, in ** a clergyman 
to the Church of England;“ who, it 
feems 2 Ki ſeriouſly and ſolemnly declared, ont 
lle conceiyes a more fayorable; opinion, Ke. 
And what does this proye? Hut that a man may 
10000 and Memnly Adife that he is an incon- 
A ent miniſter of the Church of England! I 
ould not give a ruth for 4 thoufand ſuch ſerious 
a tim declarations. And, as for his infinu- | 
atin „ that it was a perufil of my book, which 
inſp ired = with a more favorable opinion 
Halper [really can with difficulty belleve, 
155 has 10 Wand as read it through : And, if he 
probably he is juſt az competent a judge of 
95 geg as the learned P. himſelf. What 
4 pity that F. has not fabored us with the name 
of this clerical rara avis } Howeyer, if the opi- 
nion of this : anonymous friend to n 
appear” of any real importance to P, le 
alte ut ſerious and. olemy i to 
6 2 aſſiſtance of Mr. S. and to His 
Nr, &c. Thus — 35 to ether they 
1 form a Tort of triple alljance; an bs, when Hi 
members of this 7 are comfortably united 


ufer We Þapiner e vf i Anabaptiſm, | let them, as 3 


learned 
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kearned triumuirate make one grand attack upon all 
the “ batteries” hitherto: erected by Pœdobaptiſts, 
But, lat me requeſt, they will not. attempt 
demolith them, by a little floriſh, or by ſay ying, 
* they are xothing.” For, while the walls. ftand 
firm againſt the attacks of ſuch puny aflailants, 
and we ſee not a fingle ſtone of argument ſhoved 
from its place; we ſhall only ſmile at the fgrmidablg 
Triumuiri, and ſalute them from * walls . 
Ne ante vicforiam canatis ens AT 
Aſter P. has paid ſuch a N. ion complis 
ment to the e of the ſenſible 
judicious“ among the Poxdob aptiſts; the readex 
muſt not be nd if Jam OS with equs | 
ceremony. Thus the modeſt P. accoſis me in 
2 note which cloſes p. 10. Before the publi 
cation of a 9 vindicatian, we were read 
to ſay. with the poet, Quid dignum, tanto feret 
hic promiſſor hiatu ? that is, What ill this boafter 
produce, worthy of ſa great a vaunting ?. but when, 
read, could not avoid exclaiming with the fam 
poet, Dixit adbuc aliquid— nil ſane. He has ſaid: 
as yet ſomething — nothing truly. In anſwer ta 
this modeſt note, I aſk, (1) How came Horace 
and Parmenas acquainted? I am pretty ſure Lhe 
Roman Satiriſt never. acknowledged him as 
pupil. For, if a cotemporary of 555 at "Choo, 
is to be credited, he never read the author from, 
whom he has borrowed the quotation, So that 
when P. preſents. the public with little feraps 
from Virgil and Horace, hg only gives us a ſpes 
| cimen' 
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eimen of that” pedantic vanity, which every man 
of ſenſe and modeſty abhors. (2) When P. 18 
pleaſed to call” me à promiſſor, and my intended 
| vindication 7 7 tantus tuatus; does he not fadly 
miſapply both the one term and the other? 
Surely, in the heat of his partiality, he forgets, 
that the firſt grand promiſſer or promiſer, was 
Mr. M. who 227 fe to anſwer all that ſhould 
be faid on the ſubject of infant-baptiſm : and 
the tantus hiatus ® or fo great vaunting, was ex- 
hibited, when Mr. M. to a public auditory 
cried out, 1 (8. M.) will anſwer, &c.” Let 
us take a view of Mr. M.,'s conduct, and that 
of the anonymous author of à particular vindi- 
catian.— Mr. M. in a public hatangue from the 
pulpit, pledges himſelf to anſwer all that ſhou'd 
be ever ſald in favor of infant-baptiſm. I take 
the liberty to accept his challenge, and to vin- 
dicate what he oppoſes. However I 'may have 
failed in the manner of executing my deſign, I 
have certainly kept my promiſe, without preſum- 
ing to vaunt, that I would “ anfwer all chat 
ſhould ever be ſaid“ againſt me by Anabaptiſts. 
Mr. M. on the other hand, has promiſed great 
things; but his promiſe as yet remains unful- 
reply to ſo inconfiderable a performance a8 my 
pamphlet; yet ] think J may ſafely affirm from 


* Hiatus literally ſignifies gaping, or that diſtenfion of the 


Lk; which is gccalioned as well by oſcitation, as by very loud 
and eager yociferation. * 


ſome 
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ſome ſpecimens of his abilities, that he is by ne 
means qualified, either as a logician, 2 .claſfical 
ſcholar, or a theological caſuiſt, to giye, what may 
be called an anſwer, to any of our beft treatiſes? 
againſt Anabaptiſm.— Again. Mr. M. in a loud 
vociferation from the pulpit, promiſes, &c., I, 

who never introduce ſuch. topics into the cred 
deſk-(at leaſt in the Kyle of a challenge). only tran» 
ſmit a few private thoughts from my. ſtudy to the 
preſs,” without ſo much as mentioning. my name. 
Now, reader, judge from this contraſt, who is 
the great promiſſor; and who is moſt juſtly ob- 
noxious to the charge of tantus kuatus. (3) But, 
in the ſame note in which P. levels an imputation 
at me, which in reality affects his friend, he has 
the perſevering modeſty to aſſert, that I have 
ſaid ** nothing.” Let the modeſt aſſerter, even in 
conjunction with Mr. S. has not ſo much as 
attempted a refutation of this ſame nothing. - But 
perhaps ſomething may be done, when the addi- 
tional aſſiſtance of the other reverend Triumvir 
is called in. For when three ſuch huge moun- 
tains labor in a ſtate of learned parturition, the 
public ought to expect, the production Roy 
be very portentous.” 


Parturiumt montes, ener n m. 


But, if I have really faid nothing, in my attack 
upon Anabaptiſm; why does P. nevertheleſs in- 
timate, that certain able ones” are to be my 
proper W And 4 does he thank me 

* for 


. 
for an addition to the number? of bür be, treu 
Fiſes on infarit-baptiſm? Are not his ceuſures u 
immeanitig and felf bontradlictory, as his com- 

ments are extravagant and fulſome? 
Tam "now going do introduce the learned P. 
under the important character of a critic; and 1 
doubt, the ſerne to be exhibited, will make à to6 
ſucceſtful ſhock upon the riftble muſcles of the 
moſt phlegmutic reader An my werd to Pays 
meas, I take notice of his ſer vile imitation of 
the title-page” of my letter to 2 Baptifiiminifeer 
whereby he word makt the excellent Doctor 
Watts to contradict himſelf “. My indignation 
1 I has i noi ai 9301 520 13.001 


2 i $0” 4 [23154 Wo {: | $013.20 
„ P. has the face to 7 2 is piece of diſingenuity, nat- 
\Withllanding the rebuke 1 have e for it sd He 
Would make the extelleut Doclor look two ways, like the double- 
faced uuns 3 one while, bearing his 'teliimony plump» againf} 
An. baptiſm ; and auother while, ſeeming to ſquint in favor 
of it. Whieitead it is well EndWo; that Dr. Watts war not af 
advocate fot eicher branthvf the Anabaptiſſ's favorite ceremony. 
As to the verſes H. has produced from the DoHor, they only 
3lluftrate that, ſpiritual death or puttitg off the body of Hu, 
which is the privilege of every believer, aud whith' is/+6prefeated 
78 Hut, far thefame reaſun chat an Anabapiiſt wou'd 
found dipping ov the Apoſtle s f@ying, „ Ve are buried with him 
by baptiim; he might alſo wake crucff on a ordinatice, be- 
eule the See- Apel Jayty ** Four od mn ig cr with 
him.” Rom. vi. 6. And again ; I am -crurgfied wih, Chriſt 
Gal, ii. 20. And by the ſame pitiful and dilingenuous mode 
ol argyingi Pl mighn mat Dr. V um advent for the ordi- 
nance of crucifixion, as well as for that of dipping ; becanſe, he 
often —— idea of the ſottner, 4 teil 88 jy * 
illuſtrate the nature of a believer 's unto ſin. 80 that w 
F. confidently ſays, “ Thus we rat go ets be is on the 
Ser tonire ſide with a Witeſs. But, if this be his mode of 'bat- 
ing, lei the reader judge, wh ne bollenrer holes 
the beam of juſtice in the hand of candor ; aud whether tetupo⸗ 
fal or ſpritual accounts thus ballanced, will admit the nice ſeru- 


tiny of impartial truth, 10 
8 r 


LAT - 
for this fly piece of diſingenuous mimicry, ex- 


torted from me the following. exclamation, Ot 


imitatores, ſervam pecus ! It happened, thatthrough- 
an error of the preſs, the word imitares was ſub- 
ſtituted for imitatores. This miſtake was eagerly 
catched at by the very diſcerning P. and his col- 
league Mr. S. How do they tickle as ſuch a fair 
opportunity for diſplaying their critical acumen f 
And with what peculiar glee do they pore over 
the error, when it affords them an occafton of 
building their own literary fame upon the final 
Tuins of that of the ** learned Vicar!” Hence the 
former of theſe two prodigious critics, ſays, ** You 
| ſhould have taken better care of your latin ſen- 
tences.” Why, who in the world would have 
thought that they ſhould have been ever in- 
ſpeed by ſuch formidable critics, as P. and Mr. 
S. ! Or, who would have ſuſpected; that anabap- 
tit criticiſm was ſo ſevere |! | 
But, to be ſerious. P. in his hote upon the above 
etror of the preſs, aſks ** If he had (a proof-ſheet) 
let the candid reader judge, how ſuch a ſhift will 
anſwer the purpoſe of exculpating him.” Al- 
though the reader's candor might make any for- 
mal exculpation of myſelf quite unneceſſary; yet 
l am willing to do it. Does P. aſk How?” 1 
anſwer; in the ſame way that any honeſt man 
would exculpate himſelf from the invidious ac- 
cuſation of a ſly calumniator ; or any gentleman, 
guard himſelf againft the low ſcandal of ſome 
diſingenuous aſſailant ; viz. (1) By pleading nt 
D guilty; 
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guilty. @ By prod ucing evidence, td. Sarkenti- | 
| cate his innocechce,—When the worthy printer of 
this and my other pamphlets on the fame ſubject 
(of ; whoſe impartiality and fidelity l have the 
higheſt opinion) obſerved the low cenſure which 
P. paſſed on the trivial omiſſion, above-mentioned ; 
he waited on P. with the proof ſheet, and took 
in his hand at the ſame time the mamiſcript of my 
Word to Parmenas, which afforded P. occular de- 
monſtration that I wrote the word imitatores, 
though the preſs publiſhed it imitares. Such evi- 
dence as this wou'd have ſufficed to any perſon 
of ordinary candor, or common good manners; 
but it wou'd not do, for the candid and polite P. 
And, what appears to me not a little ſurpriſing, 
Mr. Sandys was preſent on the occaſion, and con- 
curred with P. in letting their joint ſtrictures on 
this error of the preſs ſtand entire; and they have 
even republiſhed my word to Parmenas, without 
expunging the faid miſtake ; though they know 
it is not mine, but that of the preſs. 

But what is moſt ſurpriſing, P. has abſolutely 
adopted a line of hatin, which informs. the 
learned reader, that I want alone to engroſs the 
knowledge of what I am equally 16NORANT of, with 
himſelf. And this unparalleled inſtance of thoft 


* 'Tlud quod mecum ignorat ſobis bull ſcire videri, 3 — 
flated is, He wants to ſeem tons to know that, which 4e ir 
rant of with myſelf. —By the clumſy manner, in which P. an 
| 1 arrabged tain ſentence,” one wou d think, the Itarnat 
Dunmviri ennt by introduce * __ metre, called heptaratien. 


CO- 
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conſummate modeſty is founded on a miſtake, 
which P. and Mr. S. knew, in their confeiences, 


not to be mine. 
Now, candid reader, parife for a moment on the 
conduct of Parmenas the Deacon and his reverend 
auxiliary Mr. S. By what name ſhall we call ſuch 
behavior? „O! (fays Fervidus) ſpeak out; it is 
downright —, unparalleled —, ſhameful —; invi- 
digus —.” Stop, Fervidus. Inſtead of 4 parcel 
of long, ſevere epithets, let Mr. Pops call 3 


* Spite that can creep, and wit that licks the n 


But what ſhall we ſtyle the authors of ſuch ex- 
extraordinary behavior? Chriſtians *=— Gentle. 
men? Scholars If ſuch conduct characteriaes 


either of the three; Ras l am an utter Aragger | 


to all. 1 
= mike his bee now as 3 logicianz or 
rather, by a clumſy arrangement of ſome argu- 
ments, which I have levelled at his modefly and 
candor, he would fain let the world know, that 
he underſtands the parts of a ſyllogiſm.: But, the 
ſyllogiſms, which by the aid of his reverend 
auxiliary he has hammered out, as much reſem+ 
ble a piece of logical reaſoning, as a maſt does, 
a beautiful face. How muſt it excite the laugh- 
ter of any perſon of liberal education, to Tee 
2 man aiming at a logical Ergo, when he can 
as ſoon form à ſolid argument as ceaſe to be the 
modeſt P. I allow indeed, by the help of Mr. 
S. he might learn to frame a paralogi/m; and 
ſuch falſe reaſoning ſeems ſuited to the fair con» 
_— duct 


- 
a» 
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Aust of the ingenuous Duwarviri. Or, P. might 
commence a proficient in chopping logic; a ſpecies 
of reaſoning adopted by ſchool-boys; by the 
magical influence of which, they can transform 
one another into afſes, owls, and all forts of crea- 
tures. Exempli gratid. An aſs is a flow ftypid 
animal: But Publius is a flow ſtupid animal, 
Ergo. Publius is an aſs Now, although P, and 
Mr. S. might eaſily perceive, that that kind of 
logic, which occaſions an afinine metamorphoſts 
in a human creature, cannot be ſound ; yet I 
think both theſe great reaſoners would find 
themſelves hard ſet, to detect the illogical flaw in 
the ſchool-boy's ſophiſtic ſyllogiſm. 

But to the point. I muſt now reſaue my ar- 
guments from the maſk of paralogi/m, with which 
P. has coveret them. Well, but, (ſays Fervidus) 
why did not you arrange your arguments at firſt, 
in the form of ſyllogiſms. Then you might have 
ſaved P. and yourſelf ſame trouble.“ Nay, Fer- 
vidus, be not warm. How could I poſſibly ſup- 
poſe that I had a ſyllagiſtic champion to encounter 
in Parmenas? Refides, though my arguments 
ſometimes do not appear in the form of a metho- 
dical enthymem ; yet (as Dr. Watts ſays) Where 
the compoſition + the whole argument is plain, 
ſimple and regular, it is properly called a ſimple 
Hllogiſm, ſince the complexion does not belong 
* the Haut form of it. 1 However, for Fer- 


| Þ Ser ihe Dodos, Logic. | 
| _ vidus's 
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Tidus's and Parmenas's ſake, I will now hllogize 
a-bit * | 
L \ 
When à pamphlet is publiſhed in recommen- 
dation of Anabaptiſm; although the gfen/ible' de- 
fign be to addreſs an inconfiderable number of 
people in a private meeting; yet the very pul- 
lication of it implies a farther deſire of proſelyting 
to the author's opinion, all, into whoſe hands 
it may fall . Otherwiſe, why might it not have 
been read to © the church” in the pamphleteer's 


manuſcript ? | 
But P. did, what is predicated in the aboye 
propoſition. . 


Therefore, the publication of his addreſs implied 
a deſire of proſelyting us to his favorite opinion, 
or of making us Anabaptiſts. : 


II. 


When the terms“ SS blind eyes” and 
** eftabliſhing unſettled judgments” are applied 
to any body of people; the applier virtually 
aſſerts, that ſuch people, are blind in their un- 
derftandings, and unſettled in their judgments. 


But P. has applied the above-mentioned terms 
to the adyocates for 1 or to Pœ- 
dobaptiſts. 


* Is not this the jmplicit deſue of every author, and the 
implicit end of every publication, 
| Therefore 
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Therefore P. has virtually afſerted that Pœdo- 
baßtifts, or the advocates for infanthbaptiſm, are 
blind and unſettled, . 
3 „ 
P. ſays, that '** good men in all ages“ and the 
EL perſons who © fleered clear of the general cor- 
Tuption,” gave their teſtimony in favor of adult- 


— baptiſm, 
But, the Hnabapt if gave their eftimeny in 
favor of adult-ba ptiſm, or oppoſed infant-baptiſm. 


Therefore, (according to P.'s own reiterated 
declaration) the Go0D MEN in all ages,” and 
4he (only) perſons, who .** teered. clear of the 
general corruption, were Anabaptiſts. 

* | | IV. we $1 
A man who acts inconfiſtently with the 
extent of his abilities, can never appear to 
advantage. 

But P. has acted inconfiftently with the extent 
of his abilities, by appearing in public as an 
author; by writing addreſſes under the aſſumed 
title of Parmenas; by making a new appearance 
under the characters of a — ene and of 2 
= logician, 

IR Though 1 n ſuffer this and the following argument to 
und as P. hath ſtated them; both being apparenily demon- 


firative, of what they are intended to prove: yet, I take them 
from P.'s clumſy mould. that they may n their own 


ee caſt, and look Hllogiſ lite. 
= Therefore, 


fs 


nh. | 
Fherefore, to every man of candor, _ 


and 'good ſenſe, P. can never ET to 1 8 
tolerable adrants ge. 


On 


Thus have I endeavored to * Wery bot ö 
which the ſyllogizing P. would, (if he Coun, 
evade : viz. Fro 

That he entertains a ſhrewd defire to ke 
us Anabaptiſts.— That he efteems his differllg 
brethren * hM and © unſettled.” That all the 
% good men” who *© ſteered clear of the general 
corruption” were Anabaptiſis—and—T hat P. does 
not appear to advantage, as an author of W | 

as à critic, or as a Agician. | f 
But P. is now going to make his appearance | | 
as a franſlator, Let us behold his manoeuvres in | 
this important capacity. The reader need not be 
told what is the matte to this and my other little 
addreſs to P. BatT requeſt he would take par- 
ticular notice, of the manner in which P. uthers 
in his franſlation, as well as of the tranſlation 
itſelf; Be all attention. The critical, logical, trunſ- 
lating P. ſpeaxs. I am inclined to let you 
know” (Ah! moft unfortunate inchnation for poor 
Parmenas'!) that I very well underſtand” (I'm 
afraid not,) the meaning of the fignificant 
motto on your title- page.“ A fignificant motto 
it really is; but alas! the profound abilities even 
of P. the critic, and the lagician, are not profound 


enough to fathom the „gn firatim of this ſame 
myſterious motto. If ever P. and His reverend 1 


auxiliary | 
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auxiliary Mr. S. poſſeſſed any mercury, as tranf- 
lators ; I'm ſure it all evaporated on the pre- 
ſent occaſion. Let us ſee how theſe anti- mercurial 
tran/lators ſet about their work. Ex quovis ligno 
mercurius non. fit. (i. e.) From which wood there 
cannot be mercury.” What a princely tranſlation! 
Should not the authors of it be inſtantaneouſſy 
dubbed TRANSLATORS LAUREAT? But before 
they are crowned, let me probe their tranſlation 
with a critical pin or two. Of which wood—"" 
NQuovis wien I'm fure the tranſlators do not 
begin well. Very ominous, I doubt, ſuck a be- 
ginning. In what dictionary, pr'ythee, does 
qui vis ſignify which? Not in any I ever con- 
ſulted. I that little unlucky ſyllable vis had 
not been added to qui; how eafily might the 
tranſlators have gone through their work | 
But, while both are tacked together; to tranſlate 
quovis, which, is ſuch a — bull, a< 1 ſhould not 
have expected even in 


The boy, who ſcarce has paid his entrance down 


To his proud pedant, or declined a Noun. 
| Daypes, 


As the tranſlators begin, ſo they proceed, un- 
fortunately. I wrote Mercurius with a capital; 
but this the copyiſts have omitted. O fuch a 
little circumſtance was not worthy the attention 
of tranſlators!” No! But how can the tranſlators 
tell, but even ſuch a very little diſtinction, might 
have helped them to conftrue the whole ſentence! 
The very /ize of a letter is often neceſſary to 

T: diſcriminate 


( 33 ) 
diſcriminate particular words, as in Gallus and 
gallus, as well as in Mercurius and merruriu. 
But let the tranſlators go on. Of which wood 
there cannot be mercury.” Mercury from wood *1 
Why where in the world does mercurial od 
grow? Not in Salop, I'm ſare. This the tranſlators 
know. Such curious wood muſt certainly be an 
exotic. If the tranflators would be Kind enough 
to tell us upon what part of the globe this /igment 
mercuriale grows; I dare ſay ſome of our European 
Virtuoſos would gladly tranſplant it from the 
moſt diſtant ſpot :. and that every fabricator of 
weather-glaſſes, looking-glaſſes, every apethecary, and 
every natural philoſopher, would, if poſſible, have 
a plant of it in his garden. But, the misfortune 
is; I doubt, this ſame wood, is harder to be pro- 
cured even than the philoſopher's lone, It grows 
in terra incognita—no where but in the luxuriant 
ſoil of ſuch tranſlators' imagination as P. and 
Mr. 8—— ©* Mercury from ved]! Well I can- 
not conceive, how the worthy tranſlators ſhou'd 
ſuppoſe my motto contained ſuch wooden philo- 
ſophy. A mercurial extract from wood, is ſuch 
a phenomenon, as, if real, would excite the aſto- 
niſhment of the whole world of philoſophers. 

But I again ſay, that the tranſlators ſhould have 
paid proper attention to the fize of the M in 


* If, according to Fs blundering tranſlation, ** there can- 
not be mercury from which wood; this implies, that there is 
ſome, from which the extract may be made ; eſpecially if quovis 
be tranflated every. And, in this point of view I take the 
liberty to ex poſe his miſt ranſlation. 4 

E Mercuriuz 


, LU 34) | 
Mercurius. As I ſuppoſe they ſometimes take a 
flight ad fidera; how cord? they tell but the 
Mercurius in my motto, was the name of an 
orb in the planetary world? O, ſays P. that's im- 
poſſible; becauſe how could ſuch a huge planet 
be formed from a piece of wood? Well obſerved, 

really !— But might not Mercurius be the name 
of the heathen god, who was ſo remarkable for 
his rapid flying, eloquent talking, &c. ** O but, 
ſays P. how could living Mercuries be made from a 
lifeleſs block?” Aye very true; eſpecially eloquentand 
logical ones? Does P. know, that the heathen 
Mercurius bore in his hand a Caduceus, of moſt 
extraordinary virtue? And is he ſure that his 
own and his reverend auxiliary's eyes, were not 
gently ſtroked with this ſoporific wand, juſt as 
they caſt a glance on my motto? Well, but does 


not P. or his colleague know that Mercury among 
the Romans, preſided over the high- roads? and 
that he was therefore often repreſented with his 
forefinger pointing to But I'll ſay no more; 
left. the tranſlators ploughing with my heifer 
ihou'd find out my riddle.” To do this, will 
probably, be the great undertaking of their 
future lucubrations. But, in order to make ſure 
of the tranſlation, in any future treatiſe, let them 
by all means call in, firſt, the other reverend 
Triumvir. 

Thus have 1 ſmiled at the blunders of my 
goctd-nztured critics; who were ſo mighty ſharp- 


— as to diſcover a ſingle error of the preſs, 
which 


( 3s ) 
which with ſheer good-will they have charged 
on innocent me; and yet, whoſe ocular pene- 
tration failed them ſo far, that they cquld not 
diſcover a little grqup of blunders in their 
tranſlation of my be I have ſmiled, I fay; 
becauſe” 


nn acri 


Fortius & melius magnat plerumgue -ſeeat ret. 


= 


As there are ſeveral pretty little rhetorical 
flowers, ' ſcattered up and down throughout P.'s 
performance; I ſhall collect them together from 
their ſtate of immethodical diſperſion, and con- 
fider them one by one. (1) P. requeſts Iwou'd 
* baniſh from my levee, every officious dete/table 
informer.” As for my levee, it is not very con- 
fiderable, either in point of grandeur or number, 
It is however compoſed of a few, of whoſe genu- 
ine piety and ſolid ſenſe I cannot help enter- 
taining a much more favorable opinion, than 
for thoſe of even Parmenas himſelf. Sometimes 
indeed, the poor conſtitute my levee; and I think 
it a high honor to attend them; yea, and I aſſure 
P. that the meaneſt perſon upon earth, who fears 
God, may have moſt welcome acceſs to my church, 
my houſe, my heart, Yet, while I would en- 
courage ſuch, I would zealouſly diſcourage any, 
however reſpectable they thought themſelves, 
who would ſlily drop into my ear, the poiſon 
of detraction; would ftrive to aggrandize theme 
{elves by depreciating others; and by ſoft fim- 


2 E pering 


(8). 
pering cant, would vainly labor, to erect their 
own character upon the ruins of that of their 
next neighbour. May my levee nevet be com- 
poſed of ſuch proficients in clandeſtine flander ! 
Theſe are ** deteflable informers” with a witneſs. 
But is this ſevere epithet properly applicable ta 
thoſe, at whom P. qevels it? Some of my ſenſible 
and pious friends, Who heard Mr. M.'s public 
ludicrous harangue about dipping, mention in 
converfation, ſome of the particulars. But is 
there any impropriety in this? Was not Mr, M.'s 
an addreſs to the public? And have not the 
public a right to canvaſs it? Muſt a man wan- 
tonly throw out his witticiſms in public? And 
is it high treaſon to animadvert on theſe in pri- 
vate converſation? Or even to call the author 
of them to an account before the public? No, 
certainly, And does either piety, modeſty, good 
manners, or truth, bea Mr. Parmenas out, in 
calling my friends, ** deteftable informers,” for no 
other crime, than that above mentioned? Docs 
ſuch perſonal abuſe as this, befit the mouth of a 
Deacon of the Church, meeting in High-ftreet, 
Shrewſbury ?”” I trow not. And if P. does not 
bluſh, for abuſively calling my friends officious, 
hateful informers, deteſtable informers, &c.” | bluth 
for him. | 

P. talks about expoling me and my connec- 
tions-. When I viewed this ſhrewd hint atten- 
tively, the honeſt inquiry of the prophet was 
immediately ſuggeſted ! ** Whoſe ox, or whoſe aſs 
have 


(37 ) 
have I ftolen? Or, whom have I defrauded?” 
But, upon carefully examining my heart, I could 
not find whereof to accuſe myſelf; If P. has any 
ground for his indelicate hint, he is welcome 
to explain and expatiate on it. But, while my 
heart and conduct ſet at defiance ſuch ſpiteful 
innuendos, P. may hint about it, and about it, as 
much as he pleaſe, I ſhall in the mean time, 
ſhelter myſelf from every ſhaſt of nn 
behind the poet's murus akeneus, 


Ni conſcire ibi, nulla palleſtere OR” 


As for my connections, 1 hope they are no 
diſgrace to me, cither as a chriſtian or a 2 
And before P. attempts to expoſe any of them, 
I hope he will pleaſe to recollect the divided ſtate 
of his own church- connections. Nor, ſhould he 
by any means forget, that a particular connec- 
tion of his own, but I ſay no more. Far 
be it from me to ſuppoſe the miſcondu of 
an individual characterizes the fiate of a body of 
people. I only drop a delicate hint, in order that 
when P. writes again, he, may obſerve a little 
modeſty in talking about people's conneions. 

(3) According to P.'s manner of ftating 
the caſe, I am the ** firſt perſon, that has had 
the honor to give the Baptiſts in this town. any 
moleſtation.” But, are the Anabaptiffs moleſted, 
every time their peculiar ſentiments are oppoſed? 
If ſo; then by a parity of reaſon, M. muſt have 
been guilty of the firf public moleftation : I, * 
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of a private one. Whatever Mr. Ms Wale 855 
Hlation of the Perdobaptiſts was; I think my 
frivate one of the Anabaptiſts, is that of ſcrip - 
ture and argument. And I aſſure P. that one de- 
fign of my publiſhing it, was, to counteract the 
influence of that unhappy ſpirit, which prompted 
kis brethren in this town, ſo violently to moleft 
one another, till the internal molefation, at laſt 
terminated in an external breach of © the church.“ 
A moleſtution too, in which (if P. be not greatly 
mii reꝑreſented) the Deacon of the Church, 
meeting in High-ftreet, Shrewſbury,” had a very 
principal hand. | 

- Moſt fincerely regretting, that I ſhould have 
had any occaſion to expoſe the conduct of per- 
ſons, for whom J ftill retain a diſintereſted re- 
gard; and hoping that P. in particular, will pay 
a little more attention to the dictates of modeſty 
and chriſtian decorum, ſhould he ever appear 
again as an author; I remain, (in the catholio 
bond of chriſtian nioderation, and goſpel peace,) 
the affectionate brother of every good man, of 
every denomination, throughout the world, 


Stray, R. D, 
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p. 8. L. 16, For Anabaptifs read | Pedobaptifts. 
P. 26, L. 8, For occular read ocular. 
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